to claim that the Cabinet was divided, that Stanton and
others were with them, and hence their papers and orators
have eulogized and magnified Stanton into enormous pro-
portions. All this has now terminated. I did not under-
stand Stanton as expressing himself quite so decidedly as
he is represented to have done in the report, though it
appeared to me he meant to be understood as represented.
No doubt he dissembles. He said he did not approve the
Directory plans in many respects, and if he were compelled
to act upon them as now presented he should avow him-
self opposed; and he thought Congress and the President
not so far apart that they could not come together.

I followed in direct antagonism and objected unequivo-
cally to the whole programme. I had no faith in Constitu-
tional amendments at this time, in the present existing state
of affairs, with eleven States unrepresented and without
any voice in1:he deliberations; nor could I admit that Con-
gress could prescribe terms to the States on which they
should be permitted to enjoy their Constitutional right
of representation, or that Congress should usurp and take
to itself the pardoning power, which is a prerogative of
the Executive, nor were they to prosecute and punish "the
people without trial. I, therefore, antagonized Stanton
purposely. He saw and felt it. Hence I think he hardly
committed himself so fully as represented. But he does not
deny it. Will he?

May 5, Saturday. Senator Morgan says that in the
debate on Lewis Campbell's appointment as Minister to
Mexico, Wade declared in executive session he intended to
vote in favor of no man for any appointment who favored
the Johnson policy and opposed the policy of Congress.
Campbell, he said, was in favor of the Johnson policy. He
then launched off into a tirade against Maximilian, in
which he got terribly excited, but finally closed by voting
for Campbell, who is an Ohio man.

The Senate rejected the nomination of Frank Blair for